2 that is useful for forecasting (http://primarymodel.com/). For the record, the Primary Model, with slight modifications, has correctly predicted the winner of the popular vote in all five presidential elections since it was introduced in 1996 (Norpoth 1996 , 2001 , 2004 , 2008 , Norpoth and Bednarczuk 2012 . 3 In recent elections the forecast has been issued as early as January of the election year. Also note that for all elections from 1912 to 2012 the Primary Model picks the winner, albeit retroactively, every time except in 1960.
Turning to the primary predictor of the model, it never ceases to amaze its author how many students of elections are surprised to learn that presidential primaries predict anything beyond perhaps who wins the nomination. Yet the outcomes of these primaries prove to be uncanny leading indicators of wins the general election for president in Primary has been used to measure primary performance.
Besides primaries the forecast model relies on a swing of the electoral pendulum, which generates cycles in the vote for President (Norpoth 2014) . Since 1960, as illustrated in Table 2 , the party controlling the White House has won six of the seven elections after one term while losing five of six after two terms. During that span of time the presidential party succeeded but once to win a third term-with George H. W. Bush in 1988, following two Reagan terms. After two terms of Democrat Barack Obama in the White the electoral pendulum is poised to swing back to the Republicans in 2016. 
5
How typical is the pattern revealed in Table 2 ? To check for cycles in presidential elections we can go back as far as 1828; popular voting became widespread then and the two-party system took shape. The Democratic percentage of the two-party popular vote is charted in Figure 1 . One can spot about ten cycles in Figure 1 over nearly two centuries.
So a cycle lasts about 20 years or 5.2 terms to be precise, using estimates from a secondorder autoregressive model (Norpoth 2014, 333 In recent years, however, some presidential candidates have built winning campaigns for the nomination with strong support from a group that is nearly invisible in New (Table 3) .
Table 4. The Prediction Formula of the Primary Model
The prediction formula of the Primary Model, as shown in Table 4 , leads to this forecast:
In the match-up between the Republican and Democratic primary winners, Donald Bernie Sanders with 89-percent certainty. All these match-ups are academic now.
5
Nonetheless the capability to make electoral forecasts for candidates by name rather than just for parties is a strong selling point of the Primary Model. As is the ability to make a November forecast early in the election year, when the battle for the nomination is just getting started. Early prophecy is good for publicity but full of risks, or so said Mark
Twain.
Notes
1 An earlier forecast, which predicted a Trump victory over Clinton with 97% certainty 2 Any resemblance between predicted and preferred winners is purely coincidental.
3 For an overview of elections forecasting, the variety of approaches and models, and applications in the United States as well as abroad, see Stegmaier and Norpoth (2013) . 
